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case of combat/materiel development, 
the MATDEV, MDA, or AAE. 

(c) Approving officials may select a 
lead reviewer for NEPA analysis before 
approving it. The lead reviewer will de-
termine and assemble the personnel 
needed for the review process. Funding 
needed to accomplish the review shall 
be negotiated with the proponent, if re-
quired. Lead reviewer may be an instal-
lation EC or a NEPA POC designated 
by an MDA for a combat/materiel de-
velopment program. 

(d) The most important document is 
the initial NEPA document (draft EA 
or draft EIS) being processed. Army re-
viewers are accountable for ensuring 
thorough early review of draft NEPA 
analyses. Any organization that raises 
new concerns or comments during final 
staffing will explain why issues were 
not raised earlier. NEPA analyses re-
quiring public release in the FR will be 
forwarded to ASA(I&E), through the 
chain of command, for review. This in-
cludes all EISs and all EAs that are of 
national interest or concern. The ac-
tivities needed to support public re-
lease will be coordinated with 
ASA(I&E). Public release will not pro-
ceed without ASA(I&E) approval. 

(e) Public release of NEPA analyses 
in the FR should be limited to EISs, or 
EAs that are environmentally con-
troversial or of national interest or 
concern. When analyses address actions 
affecting numerous sites throughout 
the Continental United States 
(CONUS), the proponent will carefully 
evaluate the need for publishing an 
NOA in the FR, as this requires an ex-
tensive review process, as well as sup-
porting documentation alerting EPA 
and members of Congress of the action. 
At a minimum, and depending on the 
proponent’s command structure, the 
following reviews must be accom-
plished: 

(1) The NEPA analysis must be re-
viewed by the MACOM Legal Counsel 
or TJAG, ACSIM, ASA(I&E), and Office 
of General Counsel (OGC). 

(2) The supporting documentation 
must be reviewed by Office of the Chief 
of Legislative Liaison (OCLL) and Of-
fice of the Chief of Public Affairs 
(OCPA). 

(3) Proponents must allow a min-
imum of 30 days to review the docu-

mentation and must allow sufficient 
time to address comments from these 
offices prior to publishing the NOA. 

(4) The proponent may consider pub-
lishing the NOA in local publication re-
sources near each site. Proponents are 
strongly advised to seek the assistance 
of the local environmental office and 
command structure in addressing the 
need for such notification.

§ 651.7 Delegation of authority for non-
acquisition systems. 

(a) MACOMs can request delegation 
authority and responsibility for an EA 
of national concern or an EIS from 
ASA(I&E). The proponent, through the 
appropriate chain of command, and 
with the concurrence of environmental 
offices, forwards to HQDA (ODEP) the 
request to propose, prepare, and final-
ize an EA and FNSI or EIS through the 
ROD stage. The request must include, 
at a minimum, the following: 

(1) A description of the purpose and 
need for the action. 

(2) A description of the proposed ac-
tion and a preliminary list of alter-
natives to that proposed action, includ-
ing the ‘‘no action’’ alternative. This 
constitutes the DOPAA. 

(3) An explanation of funding require-
ments, including cost estimates, and 
how they will be met. 

(4) A brief description of potential 
issues of concern or controversy, in-
cluding any issues of potential Army-
wide impact. 

(5) A plan for scoping and public par-
ticipation. 

(6) A timeline, with milestones for 
the EIS action. 

(b) If granted, a formal letter will be 
provided by ASA(I&E) outlining ex-
tent, conditions, and requirements for 
the NEPA action. Only the ASA(I&E) 
can delegate this authority and respon-
sibility. When delegated signature au-
thority by HQDA, the MACOM will be 
responsible for complying with this 
part and associated Army environ-
mental policy. This delegation, at the 
discretion of ASA(I&E), can include 
specific authority and responsibility 
for coordination and staffing of: 

(1) EAs and FNSIs, and associated 
transmittal packages, as specified in 
§ 651.35(c). 
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(2) NOIs, Preliminary Draft EISs 
(PDEISs), Draft EISs (DEISs), Final 
EISs (FEISs), RODs and all associated 
transmittal packages as specified in 
§ 651.45. Such delegation will specify re-
quirements for coordination with 
ODEP and ASA (I&E).

§ 651.8 Disposition of final documents. 
All NEPA documentation and sup-

porting administrative records shall be 
retained by the proponent’s office for a 
minimum of six years after signature 
of the FNSI/ROD or the completion of 
the action, whichever is greater. Copies 
of EAs, and final EISs will be for-
warded to AEC for cataloging and re-
tention in the Army NEPA library. The 
DEIS and FEIS will be retained until 
the proposed action and any mitigation 
program is complete or the informa-
tion therein is no longer valid. The 
ACSIM shall forward copies of all 
FEISs to DTIC, the National Archives, 
and Records Administration.

Subpart B—National Environ-
mental Policy Act and the 
Decision Process

§ 651.9 Introduction. 
(a) The NEPA process is the system-

atic examination of possible and prob-
able environmental consequences of 
implementing a proposed action. Inte-
gration of the NEPA process with other 
Army projects and program planning 
must occur at the earliest possible 
time to ensure that: 

(1) Planning and decision-making re-
flect Army environmental values, such 
as compliance with environmental pol-
icy, laws, and regulations; and that 
these values are evident in Army deci-
sions. In addition, Army decisions 
must reflect consideration of other re-
quirements such as Executive Orders 
and other non-statutory requirements, 
examples of which are enumerated in 
§ 651.14(e). 

(2) Army and DOD environmental 
policies and directives are imple-
mented. 

(3) Delays and potential conflicts in 
the process are minimized. The public 
should be involved as early as possible 
to avoid potential delays. 

(b) All Army decision-making that 
may impact the human environment 

will use a systematic, interdisciplinary 
approach that ensures the integrated 
use of the natural and social sciences, 
planning, and the environmental de-
sign arts (section 102(2)(a), Public Law 
91–190, 83 Stat. 852, National Environ-
mental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA)). 
This approach allows timely identifica-
tion of environmental effects and val-
ues in sufficient detail for concurrent 
evaluation with economic, technical, 
and mission-related analyses, early in 
the decision process. 

(c) The proponent of an action or 
project must identify and describe the 
range of reasonable alternatives to ac-
complish the purpose and need for the 
proposed action or project, taking a 
‘‘hard look’’ at the magnitude of poten-
tial impacts of implementing the rea-
sonable alternatives, and evaluating 
their significance. To assist in identi-
fying reasonable alternatives, the pro-
ponent should consult with the instal-
lation environmental office and appro-
priate federal, tribal, state, and local 
agencies, and the general public.

§ 651.10 Actions requiring environ-
mental analysis. 

The general types of proposed actions 
requiring environmental impact anal-
ysis under NEPA, unless categorically 
excluded or otherwise included in ex-
isting NEPA documentation, include: 

(a) Policies, regulations, and proce-
dures (for example, Army and installa-
tion regulations). 

(b) New management and operational 
concepts and programs, including logis-
tics; RDT&E; procurement; personnel 
assignment; real property and facility 
management (such as master plans); 
and environmental programs such as 
Integrated Natural Resource Manage-
ment Plan (INRMP), Integrated Cul-
tural Resources Management Plan 
(ICRMP), and Integrated Pest Manage-
ment Plan. NEPA requirements may be 
incorporated into other Army plans in 
accordance with 40 CFR 1506.4. 

(c) Projects involving facilities con-
struction. 

(d) Operations and activities includ-
ing individual and unit training, flight 
operations, overall operation of instal-
lations, or facility test and evaluation 
programs. 
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